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Pear llr. Yardley, 

In your today* s excellent colum you refer to 11 the coming hegemony of schlock." 

Is "it only coming? 

And liave you thought about the degree to which newspapers are responsible for it? 

Ss for example today’s Post with more than a full page for s&Lock about the JPK 

assassination. Tliat part of least is a fraud. 

A 

Then compare the hero worsliip that greeted the most dishonest of all assassina- 
tion books, Posner* s knowingly mis titled Case C losed . Save for the slight negative 
comment in the Post, £ know of not a single reviewy and I*ve been sent quite a few, 

' jhhtt asked a single question. Or did any o£ the checking that could have been done 
by comparing wliat Posner said with what the V/arren Commission published- and he lied 
about. 

u y Cas e Open lias been out about two months. I know of no single review and I*ve 
seen only a single sentence referring to it in any paper. 

Butchered as it was in being published, it is accurate and it exposes Posner and 
Random House and their commercialization and exploitation of the assassination, his 
jblagiavism of which Pd l lcnew i^td his sliystering in general. Not a peep from Posner or 
III! or any lawyer speaking for either. (The full draft of that small book is being 
retyped. Incomplete, the last page I have is 742.) 

To refer to as evil a book as Posner* s as schlock is to praise it. 

Yet the one book’ that does bring the truth to light can ! t gei^ a mention. 

The publishers are responsible for publishing but the newspapers decide what to 
review and what not to review and they do somehow manage to opt for the schkock- 
or worse. 

Even criticism of the schlock can sell it, as you know<> 



